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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[June 19. 1856. 



CalleD, howerer, proceeds (p. 1 1) more especially 
to attack the Ragged Schools of this city, without 
ifae slightest attempt at proof of any one of his 
VtBertions agahist then : — 

* But OUT enemiea are not Mtisfied with hespiog insnhB 
aad eoBtnmdj od db : tfaej have reeoarse to briies and 
f^U, to obtain tbe perveruon of tbe poor and destUate, 
and especial); (^cfaiidren. Cnfortanately, tbe late famine, 
and the ruthless anxiety of many landlords to clear their 
estates of tbe poor peasantry, hare filled this city wHh 
■oisery aad want Tfaottsaods of these victims of want or 
flppression crowd onr streets. Bigotry and fuiaticism have 
determined to (ra^c on their misery ; and with that view, 
ragged schools have been opened, or pnt in greater activity 
in several parts of the city. Lnrgan-street, Townsend- 
street, the Coombe, iind Butland-street are tfie seat of 
-schools of this description, which are met with also in other 
parts of tbe city on a smaller scale, and there are agents 
sent through the streets, to seize on poor neglected children, 
and to sedoce them, oiVentimeS against tbe will of their 
|iarents, into those schools." 

K»v, what is the real truth with reapect to 
tliese truly valnahle and most interesting instita- 
tioDS ? That a large number of destitute chil- 
dren of all religious denominations, hitherto 
wholly neglected by both Roman Catholics aad 
Protestants, are received gratuitously into these 
schools, without any compact or condition what- 
ever, except that they are instructed in the re- 
ligion of the Bible according to the teaching of 
the Established Church of England and Ireland,' 
which is professed by the majority at least of the 
persons who devote themselves gratuitously to 
this charitable task. No deception is practised, 
or indirect means used to induce either parents 
or children to attend these schools. If it be 
otherwise, let the individuals who are guilty of 
such deception or unfair means be exposed and 
denounced. It is true that, acting on the same 
wise and humane principles which actuate 
Homan Catholics themselves in the management 
of their own schools, a small portion of bread is 
given to all destitute children, without any dis- 
tinction of religious creed, who attend them (and 
none others but destitnte children, of conrse, ever 
attend such schools), because the conductors well 
know that it would be vain to attempt to instruct 
th« minds of children of any class while they are 
•ufiering under the pangs of actual hunger ; and 
instead of condemning, all right-minded men, we 
are assured, will commend the benevolence and 
Kisdom which induce the managers of such 
■ehools (Roman Catholic as well as Protestant) 
to appease the cravings of hunger before attempt- 
ing to feed the minds of the poor children who 
firequent them." 

Further than this, and an occasional gift of 
cloithing to the most destitute, also made without 
any distinction of religious creeds, we are assured 
that no reward whatever is given to either 
children or parents in any of these sdiools, nor 
anything which the most hostile opponent could 
fairly convert into a bribe. If Dr. Cullen thinks 
he has proofs to the contrary, we challenge 
liim to publish them. We believe every one of 
tiie societies named by Dr. Cullen publishes 
aniuial and detailed reports of every shilling of 
their expenditure, from which it will, doubtless, 
appear whether Dr. Cullen's charges are well- 
founded or not. 

One thing Dr. Cullen, however, announces at 
the close of this pastoral (p. 16), which we think 
ought to be known by both parties, as it may 
lead to momentous consequences, and we think it 
somewhat remarkable that it is exactly what was 

. ' In some of time flcbMls, ftt Itaat, we are EMured that tll« chfldrcii 
are aot uketl or even expected toAttend ProtMtiuit worship, onteas they 
are slready pi-«feaMcl inemb^rs of the Cbuveh of England, or at least 
bare eeaaod to attend maM bom coorieiioa ariainf fruA Scriptoiat 
bovledfc. 

' Kren Ike ariter in (ha FmmoB't Jivuat approves at thk, (br 
after sajiiif that " the chief uae oar Catholic fioarS will have to make 
Sttbetr roDds will be to erect Catholic schoob,** he addi, ** These 
■ehoolt nwit rive iomethfog In the shape of a breahbft. I would 
willingly lubmit this queatioa to aiuTj of thoie Catholics of Dohlin 
laba knew the paor, in perfect conAdeoce of a renlkt ta nr ftnreur. 
Whjf th£ca arc alway* a number of poor cbilUrca, in a great city, who 
I* to bed eupperless and rise breakfasUesa ; and If they cannot look 
I M S a rS to a btt ia the aclieol, tbey muit eltker Jwg, at ptek pockets, 
•e go to tbs protclyltaers."— fyefliton's Jimntal, ard May, ISUi Yet 
iliw Ragged Schools are accused of deUrortng tht mormi 01 the dettl- 
K^epaat, hecmasa M»y give kieakiaU to chlldrea nlw, otilafwtta, 
Boat "beg or pick pockets '■' 



Tecomatended bytiie matmjtotam writo' (Testis) 
in the FreenuuCi Jotmai of April and May| 
last. Whether these Mters were written by Dc 
C alien himself ac preparatory to his present pas- 
toral, we cannot pretend to Say, birt the identity 
of spirit and views in all these productions is not 
a little remarkable : — 

" And Bi m times of danger great and extraordinary 
precantions are necessary, we have appoittfed a general 
committee, consisting of all the pariih prieftf of the eity, 
the head* ofreligiott* orilet*., and i»nu ether member* of 
the eltrgy, to vatch over and check the progress ofprose- 
lyUmu Local cmnmitUes have also been established to 
act in concert with tbe general committee. To enable the 
general committee to assist ia the building of wehoob in 
the most dittmsed districts, and^to aid in canning «B 
these and &ther poor aefaools, a general coUeetion wUl he 
made in all the chorches and chapels of this diocese on the 
festival of SS. Peter and Paul. Donations also for this 
charitable work will be received by the archbishop, any of 
the parish priests of the city, or otiier members c^ the ge- 
naral committee^ Several anms have already been teceived,- 
wbich will be duly acknowledged. The local committees 
solicit and receive donations for their own respective loca- 
lities. 

''We exhort moat earsestly all the excellent confrater- 
nities, the varions admirable associations of gentlemea and 
ladies of St. Yincent of Paul, aU other religious societies, 
and all zealous Catholics, to co perate in this good work, 
and to units in defence of their holy relinion. In this way 
great good will be effected, a spirit of charity will be more 
widely culUvated, and what is destijied by ovr eneniesfor 
the perdition of the poor will be for them tbe occasion of 
many graces and blessings." 

Dr. Cullen has thus organised a powerful staff, 
and will, no doubt, soon have .it command the 
most ample funds to check the progress of pro- 
selytism, tbe results of which we shall soon be 
made acquainted with ; and we can scarcely 
doubt that one of the first measures of this Gre- 
neral Committee, " united in the defwice of their 
religion" (especially as Dr. Cullen's precursor in 
the Freeman^ s Journal specially refers in his last 
letter to the fault hitherto committed by them 
in neglecting the assistance of the press), will 
be to establish a counter periodical to The 
Catholic Latman, conducted in the most 
masterly manner, in which learned and con- 
vincing answers will be given to all articles on 
(what we assert to be) Soman Catholic error8,and 
more especially to our criticismn upon Dr. Cul- 
len's various pastorals, which the prints of his 
diocese will, no doubt, feel especially bound, in 
honour as well as in interest, to defend against 
all gaiosayers. Dr. Cullen naturally considers 
any attack on Ats pastorals as *' a wound inflicted 
on his faith'' and that " the glory of hisXJhurcb ia 
tarnished" by such criticisms being allowed to re- 
main unanswered ; and we are sure the Greneral 
Committee will not fail to remember the touch- 
ing appeal with which Dr. Cullen closes his pre- 
sent pastoral — " Let us be ready, dearly bekkved 
brethren, to endure every calamity, and to suffe"" 
any sacrifice, rather than consent to see any 
wound inflicted on'our faith, or the glory tarnished 
of that Church which was founded and hallowed 
by the labours of a Patrick and a Laurence 
(O'Toole)" — meaning thereby .doubtless (as would 
be the case if the calumnies and misrepresenta- 
tions c^ that most dangerous and widely circulated 
publication, The Catholic Latman, shall any 
longer be allowed to penetrate through every 
part of this country, unanswered and unexposed.) 
We can assure Dr. Cullen, thatso far from being 
dismayed by the establishment of such a periodi- 
cal, we shall sincerely rejoice at the estab- 
lishment of such a paper, and only hope it will 
^ written with a little more Christian candour 
and regard to proofs, than seem to us to chwac- 
terize Dr. Cullen's own effusions. Dr. Cullen cer- 
tainly does write of late rather like a leader under 
considerable apprehensions " in times of great 
danger, when extraordinary precautions were 
necessary," than as if be sincerely believed 
what be asserts in p. 10, viz that ''Pro- 
testantism has made no progress amongst as, bat 
rather manifests the most evident f^mptomt of 
decay ; whilst, on tbe other hand, Catb<dicity 



has spread its roots on every side, and covered 
the land with its abundant and luxuriant fruits." 

Let Dr. Cullen «nd his General Committee, 
whose special fun^ien it is to be to watch over 
and check the progress of proMlytism, but meet 
us Cairly in the fteld, not by endeavouring to ex- 
cite the pastion* and preyidiee*, the hatred and 
detettation of Roman Cathoiica against Protes- 
tants, by unworthy arts of calumny and misre- 
presentation, but by using the arms whieh ha 
boasts of in his pastoral as being the only wfts 
they can avail themselves of — " the arms of light 
and trvth," and the result will, ere long, dxlw 
on which side "light and truth" are; and whether 
it be true that " Protestantism has no vitality oi 
attraction in it, and cannot be propagated, be- 
cause it is cursed by sterility, and is not fer- 
tilized by the dews of Heaven." 

We conscientiously believe that the religian 
of Protestantism is " the offspring of God," and 
neither more nor less than pure Chriitianitsf, as 
it emanated from onr blessed IiOrd and hig 
Apostles, recorded in the inspired Scriptures 
for the instruction of the whole worid ; and w« 
rejoice to believe that Protestants have at last 
aroused themselves in earnest to propagate fear- 
lessly the doctrines of the Bible, not by the pan»' 
and penalties of persecution (which, we trust,' 
have passed aWay, in these countries, at least, for 
ever), but by those nobler methods of reason stnd 
Christian love and charity which alone can I6«d 
erring man into the way of truth. 



We have received a letter containing some re- 
marks on I. Cor. xi., 23. Its general tone is «• 
unsuitable to the solemnity of the subject, that 
we were at first inclined to take no notice what- 
ever of it. On reflection, however, we have 
judged it better, lest our silence should be mis- 
interpreted, to say a word or two in answer to 
what the writer conceives to be an insnrmoimtr 
able difficulty in the way of Protestants. " How," 
he says, " are Protestants justified in believing 
that, if they eat bread and drink wine on a 
particular Sundays naworthilj, their souls are 
damned, for not discerning the Body of the 
Lord, when they do not believe the Lord's bocff 
to be contained in the bread and wine, and when, 
consequently, they cannot discern what is aot 
there?' Mr.Rourkealso,itwiDbeobserved, makes 
use of nearly the same argument, (p. 70, infra.) 

The answer to this is very simple and obvious. 
But let us first briefly consider what the abuse 
was which the apostle censures in the passage 
before us. The primitive Christians, during 
the apostolic age, were in the habit of celebrat- 
ing what they called agapa, or feasts of love. 
These feasts were furnished by mutual contri- 
bution, each person who was able bringing his 
own portion, and the richer members providing, 
moreover, portions for the poor. During and 
after this feast, they all partook of the Supper 
of the Lord. At Corinth, these agapae had, in 
some instances at least, degenerated into scenes 
of shameful excess, and, therefore, of gross irre- 
verence, as regarded the Lord's Supper. The 
richer members, instead of satiating their appe- 
tite at home, and sharing with their poorer breth- 
ren the poi^ions which they brought, converted 
the love feast into a scene of selfish gluttony and 
drunkenness, refusing to share at all with tlieii 
poor and craving brethren. To celebrate the 
Lord's Supper under such circumstances was, of 
ooorse, an act of the grossest irreverence. Ac- 
cordingly, to show them the solemnity of Qtt 
ordinance which they thus set at nought, the apoc- 
tle reminds them of the account he had b^Iwe 
given them of its institution by the Lord. And, 
having done so, he draws the necessary in&reitee 
that whosoever thus desecrated the Lord's ordi- 
nance—" whosoever eateth the b»ead or drinheth 
the cup of the Lord unworthily" — wwigwUj^ 
a gross insult to the Body and Blood of tlife 
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twd, the breaking and siteAdlng of wWch, res- 
peedYelj, were proclaimed Mid commemorated 
ia the Eucharist. He then urges the necessity 
<rf a mao's^ryiBjrhimself-^ascertaining whether 
be is in a proper frame of mind — ^before he pre- 
sumes to eat of the bread and drink of the cup ; 
« For he who eateth and drinketh unworthily, 
eateth and drinketh judgment to himself (brings 
on himself those extraordinary divine visitations, 
•lieh as sickness and even death, by which many 
«f the offenders were then punished), not discern- 
i^ the Lord's body ; i.e., not discriminating, as 
he should, the sacred«haracter of the ordinance, 
and not forming a proper judgment of what the 
encharistic elements of bread and wine sym- 
bolized. 

Such was the state of things which the apos- 
tle condemns and corrects in the passage before 
uaw It is obvious that, whilst the particular 
abuse to which he points has long since ceased 
to exist, the spirit of his remarks, on the frame 
of mind necessary for a due reception of the 
Eucharist, is applicable in all ages of the Church. 
The sincere Protestant most cordially and fully 
accepts the apostle's statements, and feels no 
difficulty whatever in reconciling them with 
his Church's views as to the nature of the pre- 
tenee in the Eucharist. He does not believe 
that the Lord's body is corporeally received in 
the sacrament ; and, therefore, he admits that, 
in this sense, he neither does nor can " discern 
the Lord's body." But he does believe that the 
Lord is present, and that His body and blood 
" are verily and indeed taken and received by the 
faithful ''in " a heavenly and s^sVtVua^ manner ;" 
and that, when they are thus received, they are 
spiritually discerned. And he further believes 
that if any person receives the Eucharistic ele- 
<a|ents unworthily (i-e., without being in a proper 
frame of mind for doing so), he exposes him- 
self to the judgmeflt of God, because he does 
ooit discriminate the spiritual presence of the 
body (and blood) of the LOrd, or duly appre- 
ciate the greatness of the benefit which the sacred 
wdinance was designed to bestow. 

We may add, in conclusion, that the notion 
which the writer of this letter seems to enter- 
tain as to the impossibility of the word " dis- 
cerning" denoting spiritual perception, is not 
Only contradicted by the usage of the term, 
but is utterly at variance with the meaning 
attached to the original word (iuxxptVoo') by the 
Vulgate version and by St. Chrysostom. The 
Vulgate renders the word by dijudicans ; and 
Chrysostom gives the following explanation of 
it,, fiq tferoJoK', fir/ evvoHy <0{ xpiy, to fieye0oi tuv 
*ltOKH/ievatv, lifj Xoyi^Oftevwi tov oyiuv rij^ Zwpea^, 
that is, " not searching out, not reflecting on 
as he ought the greatness of the subject, not 
considering the dignity of the gift." 

We hope this explanation will be satisfactory 
to bo;ii our correspondent and our general 
readers. 



ComsptfftriiMJ. 



ON THE TEMPORAL PUNISHMENT OF SIN, 
AND THE ROMAN CATHOLIC DOCTRINE 
OF INTENTION. 

TO THE EniTOR OF THE CATHOLIC LATMAN. 

Sib,— The superior tone of your paper to that of the 
;«oerality of publications on the same side of controversy 
causes me to observe with surprise, that the editor should ad- 
mft into his columns arguments addressed solely ad igno • 
rotttiam Lectoris, of which class I meet with two in one 
^a^, in the number for April 17. 

On the subject of poigatory, one writer asks, where in 
tbe Old or New Testament is to be found the distinction 
between the eternal and the temporal punishment of sin. 
Did be ever read the iii. chap, of Genesis, where, on the 
T«f7 first announcement of the caoMquooces of sin, they 
•• patpably distinguished ? or the xii. 2 Sam., where the 
«lft« David is pronounced by the prophetybr^'ren, as to 
ito^ta/ consequence, and the punishment or satisfaction as 
expressly exacted fron* him ? The margin of the autho- 
rised version contains a reference to the xxxii. psalm, 



where David aa^ (mo« Kkely alladiog to the w<«ds of the 
prophet) j "Thou fmrgaveet the iniqiiit]/ of ay ««.•' thus 
in terms inMliint the distinction in.qaestioa, which is also 
illustrated ia tbe xxiv. 2 Sam., as ako in the life of Abra- 
ham, of Jacob, and, signally, in that of Moses, who must, 
if there be no such distinction, have died in a slate of re- 
probation, as he certainly died imder a temporal punish- 
ment imposed oa a^in committed many years before. 

The other argumeirt ad ignoramtiaai which I have to 
notice is the assertion, that St. Thomas Aquinas does not, 
in a certain f^ace quoted, affirm the sujideneif of the ex- 
pression of intention by the use of the prescribed words. 
Of what value is this statement to the argument, if St. 
Thomas does affirm it in another place in terms that admit 
of no dispate ? Now, Suram. iii., liv., that great divine 
distinctly states that such ex{N-esaoD is sufficient, " unless 
the contrary be expressed, either by the minister or the 
recipient." 

I would add a word on this subject of intention, which 
seems likely to be appUoable after am/ amount of discus- 
sion similar to that which I find in your columns. Sup- 
posing it proved, that the prevalent modem opinion in the 
Chnrch makes it impossible for a Catholic to have an 
abtolute certainty of the validity of any religious rite which 
he receires, is tbe Catholic bound to ado^t this prevalent 
opinion (when other views are permitted turn), in order to 
gratify you by placing himself on the horns of a dilemma 1 
Or, should he be so obliging, can you reward him by 
admission into a system which supplies an absolute cer- 
tainty that even the outward ritual has been complied with 
on every occasion in which he may be retrospectively 
interested. On what do the mnltitade depend in England 
for the validity of the rites of their Church ? Is it on their 
own means jifeitabiiihing the soundness of the ordination 
of Archbishop Parker? Or what guarantee is there for 
the baptism of the last century in a Church of which but 
a small minority are to be found among the clergy who 
believe the supernatural efficacy, or the necessity, of that 
sacrament? Such discossions as are now carried on, 
about indi^dual dogmas, are utterly useless. Where the 
principle of implicit faith in the Redeemer as having made 
a perpetual provision for the poor and ignorant, as well as 
for the learned, in a visible institntion, and by miraculous 
agency, is wanting, if that person remain or become a 
Protestant, he is at least consistent ; where that principle 
is present, it is in vain to get up sham-fights between 
authors of any age ; nor will the cleverest dilemmas, or the 
most terrible tabUaux of possibilities, awaken the desired 
degree of alarm, is such a faith sound, or is it a supersti- 
tion ? If the first, the Church is easily found, but not so 
demonstrative certainty in matters of religion. If the 
latter, the Church is easily found in another sense, having 
no other residenf^ or attributes than those of the individual 
inquirer. 

I remain, sir, yours, Sec., 

F. H. Nash. 

[We have heard a piece of advice ironically given to con- 
troversial writers : " If you find the argument of an oppo- 
nent troublesome to answer, put something into his mouth 
that you can answer, and answer that." Upon this advice 
our present correspondent has acted ; we are sure, not 
with any unfair intention, but from sheer carelessness. 
It requires no great stretch of charity to impute it to the 
latter cause, for the more experience we get in controversy 
the more we are driven to the conclusion, that one of the 
rarest of attainments is the power of quoting correctly, 
so few do we find who are able to copy accurately, or else 
report faithfully the subslKince of, a few short sentences. 

la our April number, p. i2, we had asked "where this 
distinction between the temporal and eternal punishment of 
sin is mentioned intbe New Testament?" Our correspon- 
dent first alters onr question into where this distinction is 
mentioned in the Old or New Testament, and then answers 
it to his satisfaction by producing some passages from the 
Old Testament where a temporal punishment of sin is 
spoken of. Now nobody could be at a loss to find snch 
passages, since it is well known that a system of temporal 
rewards and punishments, administered by the direct 
supernatural agency of God, was the very character- 
istic of the Jewish Theocracy. See, for example, Deut. 
xxviii., where the blessings promised for obedience and 
the judgments denounced for disobedience are exclu- 
sively of a temporal character, or the whole book of Job, 
the theme of which is the problem whether suffering in 
this life be not necessarily and invariably a mark of the 
Divine displeasure. Since, then, under that dispensation 
temporal prosperity was recognised as an ordinary mark of 
God's favour, we have nodifiiculty in understanding the nar- 
rative (2 Sam. 12), to which our correspondent has referred. 
David, after a course of heinous sins, beginning with adul- 
tery and ending in murder, is on his sincere repentance 
forgiven, and restored to God's favour. However, we are 
told that because by this deed he hud given great occasion 
to the enemies of the Lord to blaspheme, the child that had 
been born of his adaltery should die. Surely, under a dis- 
pensation in which long life, riches, honour, temporal pros- 
perity, were the rewards promised for obedience to God's 
commands (I Kings, iii., 11.-I4.,), if David had after his 
crimes enjoyed the same outward marks of God's favour as 
before, what end would there have been to the blasphemies 
which the enemies of the Lord would have uttered against 
Him who had called such a sinner the man ofterGod'sown 
heart? 



We know, however, that under the C^ttiltian diiqwtim- 
tion we are taught to regard outward prosperity as no cer- 
tain mark of God's favour, or temporal soflbring at any 
token of his displeasure. Our liord Jesus, who Inmign 
liie and immortality to Ught, hajs enabled us by the eye of 
faith to see realities before which the highest pteasnres or 
pains of this life fade into insignificance. We know ttiat 
in this life the irreligions are often permitted to enjoy 
a large share of this world's prosperity, while God oftn 
visits with severe trials those whom He loves. But He has 
taught tbem to look not at the things which are seen, bot 
at £<»e which ore not seen, and to disregard their " light 
affliction, which endureth but for a moment,'' in comparison 
of the eternal weight of glory which is to be their portion 
hereafter. 

Now, the Roman Catholic theory is, that under the Chris- 
tian dispensation a system of tempoi^ punishment is still 
kept up ; that every sin is necessarily visited with its appro- 
priate temporal punishment ; and that these punishments 
are not remitted to those who are reconciled to God through 
Christ Jesus : that all the magnificent promises of the for- 
giveness of sm that we read of in the gospel are not with- 
out reservation, as they appear to be, but that they only 
relate to the eternal, not the temporal, punishment of sin. 
And if we say that we do not see the sins of Christians 
thus regularly visited by temporal punishment, True ! it 
is replied, and, therefore, there must be some place in the 
other world where such punishments are inflicted before 
the pardoned sinner can be admitted to glory. 

We can only repeat to our correspondent the question 
which he has not answered. Where is all this theory men- 
tioned in the New Testament 7 We read in the Old Testa- 
ment of punishments in this life inflicted on God's people for 
their sins, to testify even to unbelievers his hatred of sin. We 
know by experience that earthly snflcring is often the ap- 
pointed discipline by which the children of God are made 
to grow in grace ; but these punishments in another life 
inflicted on the pardoned people of God, on what scripture 
authority do they rest ? Is there any likelihood that tbe 
apostles, who never feared to tell their converts fairly every 
suffering that awaited tbem, should never on any occasion 
hare happened in any of their writings to moke any allur 
sion to them ? 

So much for our first argument ad ignorantiam, and we 
now proceed to the second, in which we really do not know 
what Mr. Nash acciiscs us of. The writerwos discussing the 
question whether any seaet inteutloa of a minister can in- 
validate a sacrament, and he quoted a passage from St. 
Thomas Aquinas which clearly expresses and justifies tbe 
doctrine we hold on the subject; but he mentioned some 
other passages in St, Thomas that prevented us firom 
claiming him as absolutely on our side. Now, if wo under- 
stand Mr. Nash rightly, he is himself apposed to the mO;- 
dern ultramontane doctrine of intention, and he is not 
pleased with us because we did not claim St. Thomas as 
being positively and decisively in onr favour. He gives us 
a quotation to establish his views ; but he seems to have 
overlooked that it is one of the passages cited in the dia- 
logue itself. The only fault, then, it would seem, that oui 
correspondent can find with us is, that onr author was too 
candid, in refusing to strengthen his argument by the autho- 
rity of a divine, when he knew that though he might allege 
a strong passage on one side, there were other passages 
which might be fairly alleged on the other. Mr. Nash may 
call this "getting np a sham-fight," but we can assure otir 
readers that all the arguments were used In a real cor 
respondence on both sides ; and we think they will see in 
our conduct only the marks of fairness and honesty. 

However, we can have no objection to have Aquinas on 
our side, since Mr. Nash makes him a present to us, an4 
the only question is, whether Mr. Nash can hold th6 
Church of Enghind doctrine of intention, and yet be a 
faithful member of the Church of Rome. He says that a 
Catholic is not bound to adopt a prevalent modern opinion 
in the Church, when other views are permitted him. We 
doubt, in the first place, whether on this subject other 
views are permitted him : since the rubrics in the canon 
of the mass appear plainly to teach that consecration may 
be vitiated by secret defects in the intention of the minis- 
ter. And, secondly, even if the authorised docunoents of 
his Church were less clear, afaithful Roman Catholic would 
be cautious before he ventured to oppose himself to a 
"prevalent modern doctrine" in his Church. By such op- 
position he might not, indeed, be guilty of formal heresy, 
but he might be simply " rash, scandalous, impious, savour- 
ing of heresy."' There are many disputes m the Church 
of Borne as to the seat of infallibility ; but the theory in 
which all parlies seem to agree is, that the doctrine which 
ultimately prevails in the Church is the true one. It is, 
then, much safer for a member of a Church in which the 
prevalence of an opinion is the test of its truth to allow a 
disputant to place him on the horns of a dilemma than to 

« A man desirous of signalising himtoif by novelty of t««cliinf ia 
the Chnrcb, without actailly incurring the outward conjociaMiM* of 
formal heresy, may tiad, if he lias a cenaurably Iwrdenea couaciencih 
ample scope in ihe extensive Held of censurnble matter, without ma- 
nlng fonl of one tittle that is defide; for he may Incur twenty-tlirtil 
different censures and yet steer clear ot formal hetesy ; hia doetrtMi 
may t>e savouring of heresy, suspected of heresy, cloie on iMFaqf, 
scliismatical, Jewish, pagan, atlielstical, blasphemous, impious, erriV 
neouB, close upon eiror, savouring or auspecied of error, ecattdaloos, 
temerar ious. seditious, ill-soondlng, offensive to ploua ean, las^ likal]r 
to seduce tlie simple, insane, fatjuloaa and lying, apoery^al, Uaprs- 
bable, aud antiquatod 1 (Faber on Cauoniution, p. U«.) lb* laAt 
censure, " antiquated, ' fs T^ry likely to be ineutred By one Hrfio 
opposes a ^ prevalent moiiem opiniop." 



